HISTORICAL   DIALECTICS
done so.    Our choice will depend on what panicular
current in the entire evolution seems at a given time
most important to us, and on the course which this
current seems to take.    What will " of necessity " be
the future development of democracy depends solely on
the writer's opinion, and his opinion will probably be
determined by the fact that certain conflicting currents
make   themselves   particularly   felt   at   the   moment.
Thinkers generally succumb to the illusion that these
currents are permanent phenomena, that the evolution
of mankind will proceed in the same direction in which
it now seems to tend, and that the same conflicting
opinions which agitate the present generation, will upset
mankind a thousand years hence.    Yet no more than
a few decades later, the same currents will present a very
different aspect from now, other conflicts will seem im-
portant and other contradictory phenomena have come
to the fore.
It depends entirely on the point of view which we
have chosen, whether we shall find that, in the twelfth
and thirteenth centuries, the principal antagonism was
that between sensual and joyous worldliness on one hand
and religious asceticism on the other, or rather that
between the chivalrous culture of the nobles and the new
civilisation of the rising cities, or that between a universal
monarchy and the sovereignty of the single states. We
may even consider the antagonism between the natural
economics of the Middle Ages and a beginning return
to a monetary system of economics in England and
Italy as the most important in the " dialectical " de-
velopment of the period.
But the whole conception of dialectical development
is untenable. It is false that historical evolution invari-
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